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Response to Amendment 



DETAILED ACTION 



w This Office Action is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
filed August 22, 2008. Claims 1, 2, 11-21, 23, 25, 29, and 30 are amended. Claim 31 is 
new. Claims 1, 11, 21, 23, 25, 27, and 29 are independent. Claims 1-31 remain 
pending. 

Claim Objections 
Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• "the second section" lacks antecedent basis. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1-6, 11-16, 21, 23, 25, and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Filner et al. (hereinafter Filner), United States Patent 
Application Publication 2005/0210399, and Grillo et al. (hereinafter Grillo), United States 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Patent 6,717,589. 
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Regarding claim 1, Filner teaches a method comprising: receiving a section 
selection signal indicative of a first section of a page on a display (see Filner paragraph 
[0006]; "presents a thumbnail image of a content such as a web page, allows a viewer 
to select a region, and zooms in on the selected region in a way that reduces scrolling 
and helps users to understand the content they are reading"); showing a first tooltip 
describing content of the first section of the page, in response to the section selection 
signal, and marking a border between the first section and the second section, wherein 
the first tooltips are superimposed on at least part of the page (see Filner Figure 4 and 
paragraph [0035]; "the panel 305 has been selected, and a tooltip 402 is popped-up to 
show the user the text of the first line of text of that paner). Filner does not explicitly 
disclose displaying a second tooltip at a time when the first tooltip is shown, only if the 
second section is adjacent to said first section, wherein the second tooltip describes 
content of a second section. Grillo teaches displaying multiple tooltips describing 
sections that are adjacent to one another (see Grillo Figure 4B, showing multiple tooltips 
for sections adjacent to each other). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made would recognize that displaying multiple tooltips for adjacent 
sections (as shown by Grillo) might be helpful to users in the context of Filner's 
invention. Such a combination would allow users to immediately see all relevant help 
information without having to move the cursor all over the screen. 

Regarding claim 2, Filner/Grillo teaches receiving a section display signal; and 
displaying a larger version of a selected section of the page, in response to the section 
display signal (see Filner paragraph [0041]; "Once a region is thus moved to, that region 
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may be selected and zoomed in on, that is, the region is expanded to cover most of the 
screen"). 

Regarding claim 3, Filner/Grillo teaches that the first section of the page is one 
of a plurality of sections respectively having a plurality of tooltips, and wherein 
substantially any point in the page corresponds to one and only one of the tooltips (see 
Filner paragraph [0009]; "While in the thumbnail viewing state, the user navigates 
among the panels using the buttons, keys and/or icons. While moving around among 
the panels, some visual indication (a cursor) is given as to which panel the user is 
currently residing on and would select for zooming, such as by tapping the navigation 
button. Because the thumbnail view is relatively small, a tooltip or the like may be 
arranged to pop up and give the user some context as to what content is in the focused 
paner). 

Regarding claim 4, Filner/Grillo teaches that the section selection signal selects 
a section having a maximum number of occurrences of a search term (see Filner Figure 
4 and paragraph [0017]; "FIG. 4 is a... representation of a tooltip that can appearwhen 
navigating over a panelized region ofcontenf, the section selection signal is being 
interpreted as meaning hovering the cursor over a section so as to invoke the tool tip. A 
user is inherently capable of hovering the cursor over a section having a maximum 
number of occurrences of a search term.). 

Regarding claim 5, Filner/Grillo teaches that the section selection signal selects 
a section that has changed since the page was previously loaded, or selects a section 
where a cursor is located (see Filner Figure 4 and paragraph [0034]; "While moving 
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around among the panels, some visual indication is given as to which panel the user is 
currently residing on and would select if the navigation button 208 was tapped, that is, 
which panel has "focus" (but has not yet been selected for zooming). For example, the 
panel may be surrounded by a visibly distinct (e.g., colored) border; a dark border is 
shown around the panel 305 in FIG. 4\ the section selection signal is being interpreted 
as meaning hovering the cursor over a section so as to invoke the tool tip. A user is 
inherently capable of hovering the cursor over a section that has changed since the 
page was previously loaded). 

Regarding claim 6, Filner/Grillo teaches that the displaying excludes all sections 
of the page other than the selected section from being displayed (see Fiiner paragraph 
[0041]; "Once a region is thus moved to, that region may be selected and zoomed in on, 
that is, the region is expanded to cover most of the screen", expanding the region to 
cover most of the screen will exclude all other regions of the page from being 
displayed). 

Claims 11-16 recite an apparatus performing substantially the same limitations 
as the method of claims 1-6, respectively. Therefore, the claims are rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 21 recites a software product performing substantially the same limitations 
as the method of claim 1. Therefore, claim 21 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 23 recites a system performing substantially the same limitations as the 
method of claim 1. Therefore, claim 23 is rejected under the same rationale. 
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Claim 25 recites a network element performing substantially the same limitations 
as the method of claim 1. Therefore, claim 25 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 29 and 30 recite an apparatus having substantially the same limitations 
as the method of claims 1 and 2, respectively. Therefore, the claims are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 31, Filner/Grillo teaches that said marking specially indicates 
sections that are described by the tooltips (see Filner paragraph [0034]; "While in the 
thumbnail viewing state, the user uses the navigation button 208 to move among the 
panels until one is selected by tapping the navigation button 208. While moving around 
among the panels, some visual indication is given as to which panel the user is currently 
residing on and would select if the navigation button 208 was tapped, that is, which 
panel has "focus" (but has not yet been selected for zooming). For example, the panel 
may be surrounded by a visibly distinct (e.g., colored) border; a dark border is shown 
around the panel 305 in FIG. 4"). 

Claims 7, 8, 17, 18, 22, 24, and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Filner (2005/0210399) supra, Grillo (6,717,589) supra, and 
Kanevsky, United States Patent 6,300,947. 

Regarding claim 7, Filner/Grillo substantially teaches that the first tooltip 
comprises a textual summary of the first section, wherein the textual summary contains 
prioritized information about the first section, and wherein if there is too much prioritized 
information to fit in space allotted for the first tooltip then only highest priority items are 
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included in the first tooltip (see Filner paragraph [0035]; "a tooltip or the like may be 
arranged to pop up and give the user some context as to what content is in the focused 
panel. In the example of FIG. 4, toe panel 305 has been selected, and a tooltip 402 is 
popped-up to show the user the text of the first line of text of that pane?). 

However, Filner teaches prioritizing only the initial text in the first section, but 
does not explicitly disclose excluding lower-priority content that does not fit on the 
tooltip. Kanevsky teaches prioritizing data items in a web page to fit on small displays 
(see Kanevsky column 1 1 lines 14-24; "objects in group S1 are prioritized in the 
prioritizer 802. Therein, objects are numerated in accordance with their importance. The 
priority is taken into account in further transformations of web pages. For example, if a 
first object has higher priority than another object and both objects cannot together fit a 
small display screen, then the object of higher priority is displayed on the screen and 
the object of lower priority is displayed as a hypertext link to another (newly created) 
web page where such lower priority object can be fully displayed'). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to prioritize 
the data from web pages as taught by Kanevsky for display in the tool tip windows as 
taught by Filner/Grillo so that the data in the tooltips remain readable and descriptive on 
small screen devices. 

Regarding claim 8, Filner/Grillo/Kanevsky teaches that the prioritized 
information prioritizes at least two of the following: header elements in the first section; 
larger or bolded text in the first section; labels of a form in the first section; initial text in 
the first section; and keywords in the first section (see Kanevsky column 10 line 66 
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through column 1 1 line 13; "The first group, S1, includes data items whose sizes can be 
estimated from a web script (e.g., URL/CGI instructions). The second group, S2, 
includes remaining items. The objects in group S1 are sent to a phoritizer module 802 
for further transformations and reorganization in new web pages that fit a particular 
screen size"; see also Filner paragraph [0035]; "the panel 305 has been selected, and a 
tooltip 402 is popped-up to show the user the text of the first line of text of that pane!'). 

Claims 17 and 18 recite an apparatus performing substantially the same 
limitations as the method of claims 7 and 8, respectively. Therefore, the claims are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 22 recites a software product performing substantially the same limitations 
as the method of claim 7. Therefore, claim 22 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 24 recites a system performing substantially the same limitations as the 
method of claim 7. Therefore, claim 24 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 26 recites a network element performing substantially the same limitations 
as the method of claim 7. Therefore, claim 26 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 27 and 28 recite a method performing substantially the same limitations 
as the method of claims 7 and 8, respectively. Therefore, the claims are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Claims 10 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Filner (2005/0210399) supra, Grillo (6,717,589) supra, and Clark et al. (hereinafter 
Clark), United States Patent 5,995,101. 
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Regarding claim 10, Filner/Grillo teaches every limitation of claim 10 except that 
only one adjacent tooltip is shown at a time. Clark teaches a multi-level tool tip wherein 
only one adjacent tooltip is shown at a time (see Clark column 5 line 47 through column 
6 line 4; "One or more of the multiple tip levels may appear concurrently on the display, 
e.g., in cascaded fashion"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to display adjacent tooltips one at a time as taught 
by Clark in the invention of Filner/Grillo so that all of the tooltips can fit on a small 
screen display. 

Claim 20 recites an electronic device performing substantially the same 
limitations as the method of claim 10. Therefore, claim 20 is rejected under the same 

/ 

rationale. 

Claims 9 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Filner (2005/0210399) supra, Grillo (6,717,589) supra, and Wattenberg, United States 
Patent Application Publication number 2004/0205575. 

Regarding claim 9, Filner/Grillo teaches every limitation of claim 9 except 
searching the page for a search term; and including search hit information in the first 
tooltip or the second tooltip. Wattenberg teaches searching a page for a search term 
(see Wattenberg paragraph [0034]; "a search engine could mark words and/or images 
in a returned Web page according to the degree of relevance to the search") and 
including search hit information in the tooltip (see Wattenberg Figure 4 and paragraph 
[0045]; "hit-count or click through data may be stored in the copy or snapshot of the v 
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Web page in the form of pop-up text that is displayed when the user moves the mouse 
over a hyperlink'). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include search hit information as taught by Wattenberg 
in the tooltips of Filner/Grillo in order to convey information that is relevant to the context 
of the current user interface actions. 

Claim 19 recites an electronic device performing substantially the same 
limitations as the method of claim 9. Therefore, claim 9 is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Claims 1 and 21 were amended to conform more closely with the language in the 
specification. Accordingly, the 35 USC 112 rejection, second paragraph rejection of 
claims 1-10, 21, and 22 is withdrawn. 

Claims 2, 12, and 30 were amended to remove a limitation previously rejected as 
new matter under 35 USC 112, first paragraph. Accordingly, the 35 USC 112, first 
paragraph rejection of claims 2, 6, 12, 16, and 30 is withdrawn. 

Applicant asserts that Grillo does not teach or suggest that tooltips are only 
provided for adjacent sections of a page. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Applicant cites Grillo Figure 4B, showing tooltip 68k not being adjacent to tooltip 
68b. However, examiner notes that every section showing a tooltip in Grillo is adjacent 
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to another section showing a tooltip. Grillo shows no section with a displayed tooltip 
that is not clearly adjacent to another section with a displayed tooltip. 

Applicant further asserts that Filner does not disclose any special marking of the 
border of the section for which the tooltip is shown. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. At paragraph [0034], Filner specifically teaches, "While in the thumbnail 
viewing state, the user uses the navigation button 208 to move among the panels until 
one is selected by tapping the navigation button 208. While moving around among the 
panels, some visual indication is given as to which panel the user is currently 
residing on and would select if the navigation button 208 was tapped, that is, which 
panel has "focus" (but has not yet been selected for zooming). For example, the panel 
may be surrounded by a visibly distinct (e.g., colored) border, a dark border is 
shown around the panel 305 in FIG. 4" (emphasis added). 

Applicant asserts that Filner does not teach or suggest that a tooltip will 
sometimes exclude prioritized information about a section. Upon further examination of 
the cited prior art, the examiner agrees. However, examiner notes that such exclusion 
of prioritized information is clearly disclosed by previously cited prior art Kanevsky 
clearly discloses excluding prioritized information on small screen devices (see 
Kanevsky column 1 1 lines 14-24; "objects in group S1 are prioritized in the prioritizer 
802. Therein, objects are numerated in accordance with their importance. The priority is 
taken into account in further transformations of web pages. For example, if a first object 
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has higher priority than another object and both objects cannot together fit a small 
display screen, then the object of higher priority is displayed on the screen and the 
object of lower priority is displayed as a hypertext link to another (newly created) web 
page where such lower priority object can be fully displayed'). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen Alyesteffer whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1295. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30AM- 
6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Bashore can be reached on (571)272-4088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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